REMARKS 

Applicaiit respectfuily requests reconskteration of the subject application, Iliis 
Response is submitted in response to the Office Action maited Janitarj' 4, 201 1 , Claims 
34-56 are petsditsg. Claims 34-56 are rejected. No new matter has been added. 

7'he Exammer has rejected chums 34-40, 41-43 and 45-52 under 35 U.S.C. § 
i 02(b) as being anticipated by Jackson (U.S. Patent No: 1 ,73 1 ,576, hereinailer 

"Jackson"), 

The Examiner has stated (emphasis added in vResponse to Arguments" on Page 

Juikson \ , >\i.htionnuits the dattm'JIimiUitioiis loi cxwupic t' <. ha>nuKi of 
laikson is comuiaed <mc tnic^ta! pari evui though ti has difkrcni compoiienls 
and the hunifw . ihclui/m^ ihc elongated rod with chisel end is comukred 
elongated havmg simukaneomiv iwo opposing ends. Either end of the tool can 
strike externai work surface. 

and on page 7; 

"The examimr contends (he hammer weight and the rod having chisel end b 
comidered one integral part and the rod is further comidered removable and can 
thus be reversed and reorientated to extend through the lower end of the 
fmusing. " 

AppHcattt submhs that these statements are in conflict with themsetves and with 
the wording of claim 34. ]%e^ly, claim 34 states the '"hammer is- a suhstantialfy 
elongated weight -with first and second tool ends located at opposing longitudinal ends of 
(he a eighi ". \ hu^. the liammer is not only required to be elongate with two opposing 
ends, but the opposing ends must be .ttK)J^nds. 



The Examiner is combiBing the ciiiseis (7) and the hammer (5) of Jackson's 
iiiventioo to represent the hammer of the present invention -• however, such a 
combination clearly does not have the tool ends (6, 7) iocated at die opposing 
longitudinal ends of this 'composite' hansmer. Instead, only one of the tsw tool ends of 
the chisei (6. 7) can be at one of the 'iongitudinai ends', whilst the other end wi!i be 
located in the centre of the 'composite hammer' Ibrraed from the hammer (5) and chisels 
(7). 

Moreover, if the hammer is composed of the hammer (5) imti chisels (7), simply 

reversing the "rod havitig chisel end" as argued by the Examiner on page 7 (and quoted 
above) does not involve reversing the whole hammer defined by the Examiner as being 
the hammer (5) and chisels (7), 

if the hammer (5) and chisels (7) are contended to be equivalent to the single 
hammer in the present Invention, (hen there is no teaching in Jackson whatsoever on how 
(or why ) the combined hammer assembly of the hammer (5) at>d chisel s { 7) couid be 
reversed or how it coidd then function as required. 

It thus seems wholly contradictory to argtie that the Jackson invention discloses 
an 'integral hammer' composed of different components whilst simultaneously arguing 
that only one component of the lumimer (i.e. die chisels (7)) need to include features 
applied to the whole hammer in claim 34, i.e., 

♦ ha% mg to rt,% ensc the w hole hammer so that { he to( >) enOs aj c i >. \ cist; J 

♦ tiaxing tool ciid-, locaicd bi>i: .bo Wvs. \ ■:'\''^ o1 ihe \\-\u\c hanmier. 

In order to make ihe &aheni diUorence.s betnecn jacki.on and die present 
invention explicitly clear, Applicant has further amended claim 34 as showit below to 



clarify that the hammer is a single uniten- object, fbrraed with tool ends at both tiie 
opposing longitudinal ends. 



Claim 34. (Currently Amended) A hammer assembly, including: 
a homing); 

a fiammer received m die h(msin(^: and 

adi'M itmhamsm for n-apKHating du hammei 

M herein ihe kimnm /v a suhstafitiall} elongated um tats weight f turned 
\\ idt tnu'^ndjirst and second tool ends located at appo'-inii 
U» iiaudiihd di\(ai 4.?!<A o^fiK \\^t<j,hi lhai m vm fhi. haihtnn ami 
\aid tuM und \<,i.(>' J wo «. u'^ t Li.>pi otau s\ni.fU(inou'-l\ Hik echk' 
(he 'ii ■sf o> ^iLOtid too! t> /it ^> diun/gh a km o opcnifn; uiu m d^c 
hoii\ sodc antxunui soikimr sutface dwrngeach i.\cle of ^aui 
ncipiCKu'ioh dit ha,uni<t j\Si. hinh diaracten^ed tn thai the harmner 
IS capable of hung f emovtd ft om the hommg ^ei'Cf sed ami replaced tn 
the housmg. enabling either of the first and second tool ends orientated 
to extend through dte lower opening end m the housing to he 
interchanged. 



Thus, claim 34 novv makes it clear that unlike the Jackson invention, the weight is 
unitary (and not composite) and that the tool ends are aii imegraliy fomied pari of the 
weight and not separate coniponents. 

Applicant respcctfuily submits therefore tliat,/oc'to« does not anticipate claim 
34, nor does it render it obvioits for the reasons outlined above. Claims 35-40, 41-43 and 
45-52 are all dependent on claim 34 and consequently Applicant submits that 
correspondingly, they are neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by Jackson. 
Applicant, accordingly, respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejections of claims 35- 
40, 41-43 and 45»52 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Jackson. 



35U.S.C. ^ 103 Rekctions 

The Exammer has rejected elamis 44 md 53-55 under 35 U.S.C, § 1 03(a.) as being 
unpatentable over Jackson in view of Rohson (U.S. Patent No: 5,3^3,835, hereinafter 
"ilobson"); an<i claim 56 under 35 U.S,C. § 103(a) as being unpateBtable over Jackson in 
view of RobsoB in view of Kikel (U.S. Patent No: 4,848,197, herdnafter "Kiker'). 

Applicant submits that as indepemient claim 34 is nove! and inventive over 
Jackson for the reasons expounded above, and as claims 44 md 53-56 are all dependent 
on claim 34, it follows they are also novel and inventive. Applicant, accordingly, 
respectfully requests withdrawal of all the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jackson in view of Robson in view of Kikel, 

Applicant respectfully submits that the present application is in condition for 
allovi^'ance. If the E.\aminer believes a telephone confereiwe would expedite or assist in 
the allowance of the present application, the Examiner is invited to call tlie undersigned 
attorney at (650) 798-0342. 

Please charge any shortages and credit any overages to Deposit Account No, 19- 

3 140. Any necessar>' exten.sion of time for response not already requested is hereby 

recjuested. Please charge any corresponding fee to Deposit Account No. 19-31 40. 

Respectiullv subtnitted, 
SN R DEN TON US LLP 
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